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Certain individuals requested confidential treatment

of their identities in connection with the reopened phase

of this proceeding, which involves allegations of cheating

on NRC examinations. Administrative Judge Gary Milhollin,

j serving as a Special Master, issued a decision denying the

request. LBP-81-50, 14 NRC (1981). On November 6, 1981,

the Atomic Safety and Licensing Board affirmed that decision

(unpublished).

The Licensee and the "three involved individuals"

filed appeals from the Licensing Board's decision on con-

fidentiality, accompanied by motions to stay. We stayed
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the Board's decision and established an expedited briefing
and oral' argument schedule. The appellants later filed'

. requests to withdraw their appeals as an outgrowth of an

agreement and stipulation reached by all the parties and
-1/

approved by the Special Master. -

In an order issued on November 13, 1981, we cancelled

the briefing and oral argument schedule and lifted the stay,

but decided not to dispose of the appeals until the Licensing

Board had an opportunity to review the Special Master's

approval of the stipulation. It did so, and endorsed it

in a memorandum and order issued on November 17, 1981.
.

We now grant the unopposed requests to withdraw the

appeals. Review would serve no purpose since the issues

raised have been rendered moot by virtue of the subsequent

stipulation of the parties, as approved by the Special Master

1/ The "three involved individuals" sought to withdraw
--

their appeal except as to those portions of the
Licensing Board's decision characterizing the conduct
of counsel in the presentation of their Privacy Act
arguments. We concluded that the portions of the
Board's decision that the "three involved individuals"
continued to appeal fell far short ofisatisfying the cri-
teria for review of such interlocutory orders. There-
fore, to the extent that these appellants continued to
seek our review, via directed certification, of the
identified portions of the Board's November 6 decision,
we denied that request (unpublished order of November 13,
1981).
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and the Licensing Board. To avoid any residual incon-
, 2/

sistency with the termh of the stipulation,-- we also

vacata the memoranda and orders of the Special Master

issued on October 22, 1981 (LBP-81-50), and the Licensing

Board issued on November 6, 1981. See, Rochester Gas and

Electric Corp. (Sterling Power Project, Unit No. 1),

ALAB-596, 11 NRC 867, 869 (1980)..

It is so ORDERED.
.

FOR THE APPEAL BOARD

QO_ _ _ sh - _AQ
C. (peah' Shoemaker
Secretary to the

Appeal Board

2/ The stipulation provides, among other things, that
~~

the testimony of the three individuals, if necessary,
will be taken in non-public sessions and that the
names of the individuals will not be disclosed to
the general public.
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